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DR On. 2:> July 1969 this office wrote the refercnt opinion to tho
.. Deputy Director of Personnel, ¢iting as authority BOB Circular No.

. A=Bb6, subscction i.3a. Ac.c.a’ ly, Circular A-56 had been modified
“on 26 June 1969 although the change was not circulated until August .
of that year. . The new provision changes the definition of "post of cuty”

. to mcean Ythe building ox other place waere the ofiicor or em §a3teiidely

. regularly reports fox duty". It also states that an official station or
post of duty may inciude 'the residence or other cuartcrs from waich
the employee re"ula*ly comrmuses to or from work', Thus, the new

 definition might conceivably open the way for re1mbursemem low
transfcrs involving short distances within the same general locale
or metropolitan area. Subparagzaph 1. 3a({2) of the Circular mcccd
does allow reimburscment for such maves when ''the relocation was
sncident to a change of official station'’, taking into consideration suc'n‘

-

factors os commuiing times and Gistances Yetween the old and new 20¢

&)

, amd h:.s olc:. residen ce anc 3 between such posts and the new wvegidence.
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4. While retirement ia not strictly a change in officlal station,
v we have gencrally applied the samo criteria for travel entitlementas.
. it However, the authority to travel from a post in the Unlted States to

Moo o U the place of rotirement is limited to participants in the CIA Retircmnent
g - and Disability System as an adaptation of the Forelgn Soxvice Act. Tils
" right did not come Into the Agency regulations until November 1969
. although it was first provided by DDS memorandum on 30 April 1969,
- as approved by the Executive Director-Compiroller. '

_ 3. The Travel Policy Committee has zecommended that that
~ portion o I c-1ing with retivement travel be clarified so as to
“miake moves within a motropeiltan area velmbursable if dixectly

" eongequent of tae retirement.

. L
PR £, Two cases have been nrecented since June of 1969, both for
. txavel within Metropolitan Washington, The {irst claim for travel was
LD

denicd on the banis of the referont opinion., Thae sccond has aot yot
-been Getermined, - ;

to Headguarters for retirement and his ovrders so stated. Ho took
tempoxrary quaricers and ctorcd his goods. At the time he was
. - returned he was not cextain where he would retire. It is poasible to
“b 0 consirue this situation {(although it was writien asz two travel oxders)

o
cr

. as a return {or retirement purpoces to the place of retivement when
-+ selected, Thus, the cauitics hexe would dictate relmbursing the
R retirce fox his costs incident {o the retirement (1. e., moving the

- bullk of his goods from storage and what incidentzal amounts he kept

with him while in temporary quarters). The {irst case was clearly

.7 one in which the retirce was stationed at Headguariers and moved

" from onc location to ancthier within the Washington axrea at the time
of yoetirement. The iscuec of whethor the move was required by the

O retivement was not reviewed in view of the imitation sct forth in

A:256, However, cver with the modification of the definition of post
of duty, the Agency's policy did not then include reimbursement for
local moves. The Travel Policy Committee’is recommending a
. <hange in this policy reguiring oaly that the employee certify as (o
.. the conncction between the move and retirement, Whether ox not
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. w0 this change io approved, the case first discussed above could be

IRER approved, If the chango is approved, this office would perceive no
Ve - legal objection to reviewing the first decision and if the move wag

B - occasioned by the retiremeny reversing the refereat opinion aad
S “.- approving the move. Finally, it would not be legally inconsigtent
ot -fop these two cascs to be determined difforently in view of theis

LU T ddsparatoe facts and times. : B L
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